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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the RCE filed on 08/24/2005. 



2. In claim 17, line 7, the phrase "line of site" should be changed to - line of sight--. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

-In claims 1 and 18, the phrases " at least one laser portion for transmitting 
data " and " at least one radio frequency portion f or transmitting data " are not clear. 
What element generates the laser portion. What element generates the radio frequency. 
How the laser portion transmits the data, and how the radio frequency portion transmits 
the data. 

-In claims 1 and 18, the phrase " a controller connected with the laser portion 
and the radio frequency portion " is not clear. 

-In claims 3, 4, 7, 9, 20 and 21, the phrases " the controller is configured to 
receive environment information " and "the portions of the data to be transmitted 
through the laser portion and the radio frequency portion are adjusted by the 
controller" are not clear. How the environment information is generated and transmitted. 
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What the environment information is defined. What element of the laser portion and 
radio frequency portion are adjusted by the controller. For example, the optical power of 
the laser portion is adjusted by the controller. 

-In claims 10, 12, 14 and 22, the phrase " the portions of the data to be 
transmitted through the laser portion are adjusted by the controller based on 
their transmit and receive strengths" is not clear. What element of the laser portion 
and radio frequency portion are adjusted by the controller. For example, the optical 
power of the laser portion is adjusted by the controller. 

-In claim 11, the phrase " the plurality of latches and logic device operate to 
provide adjustment levels for the portions of the data to be transmitted through 
the laser portion and the radio frequency portion" is not clear. What element of the 
laser portion and radio frequency portion are adjusted by the controller. What the 
adjustment levels by the controller based on. 



Double Patenting 

5. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
41 8 F.2d 528, 1 63 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1 969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 



At 
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Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

6. Claims 1 , 5, 6, 1 8 and 23 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-38 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,763,195 (Willebrand et al). Although the conflicting claims are not 
identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because the limitations recited 
in claims 1 , 5, 6, 1 8 and 23 of the instant application are encompassed by claims 1 -38 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,763,195 (Willebrand et al). 

Regarding claims 1 and 18, Willebrand et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,763,195) 
discloses a node incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless 
communication links, the node comprising: 

at least one laser portion for transmitting data; 

at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data; 

a data receiver for receiving data from a data source; and 

a controller configured to receive data from a data source and connected with the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion to allocate portions of the data to be 
transmitted through the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (see claims 1 and 
3-8 of U.S. Patent No. 6,763,195). 

Regarding claim 5, Willebrand et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,763,195) discloses the 
laser portion is configured to both transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive (see claims land 3-8 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,763,195). 
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Regarding claims 6 and 23, Willebrand et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,763,195) 
discloses the laser portion and the radio frequency portion are configured to transmit in 
multiple channels (see claims 1 and 3-8 of U.S. Patent No. 6,763,195). 

7. Claims 1 , 5, 6, 1 8 and 23 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-45 
of copending Application No. 10/840,172 (Willebrand et al). Although the conflicting 
claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because the 
limitations recited in claims 1 , 5, 6, 1 8 and 23 of the instant application are 
encompassed by claims 1-45 of copending Application No. 10/840,172 (Willebrand et 
al). 

Regarding claims 1 and 18, Willebrand etal (copending Application No. 
10/840,172) discloses a node incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless 
communication links, the node comprising: 

at least one laser portion for transmitting data; 

at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data; 

a data receiver for receiving data from a data source; and 

a controller configured to receive data from a data source and connected with the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion to allocate portions of the data to be 
transmitted through the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (see claims 1-7 
and 15-24 of copending Application No. 10/840,172). 
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Regarding claim 5, Willebrand et al discloses the laser portion is configured to 
both transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency portion is configured to both 
transmit and receive (see claims 1-7 and 15-24 of copending Application No. 
10/840,172). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, Willebrand et al discloses the laser portion and the . 
radio frequency portion are configured to transmit in multiple channels (see claims 1-7 
and 15-24 of copending Application No. 10/840,172). 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

8. Claims 1 , 5, 6, 1 8 and 23 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-7 
(re-numbered) of copending Application No. 09/835,866 (Willebrand). Although the 
conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because the limitations recited in claims 1, 5, 6, 18 and 23 of the instant application are 
encompassed by claims 1-7 of copending Application No. 09/835866 (Willebrand). 

Regarding claims 1 and 18, Willebrand (copending Application No. 09/835,866) 
discloses a node incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless 
communication links, the node comprising: 

at least one laser portion for transmitting data; 

at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data; 

a data receiver for receiving data from a data source; and 
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a controller configured to receive data from a data source and connected with the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion to allocate portions of the data to be 
transmitted through the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (see claims 1-7 
and 15-24 of copending Application No. 09/835,866). 

Regarding claim 5, Willebrand discloses the laser portion is configured to both 
transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency portion is configured to both 
transmit and receive (see claims 1-7 of copending Application No. 09/835,866). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, Willebrand discloses the laser portion and the radio 
frequency portion are configured to transmit in multiple channels (see claims 1-7 of 
copending Application No. 09/835,866). 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 18, 19, 23 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Vollert (Pub. No. DE 4433896 C1 cited by applicant) in view of 
Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 6,812,881 ). 
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Regarding claims 1 and 18, referring to Figure 1, Vollert discloses a node 
incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless communication links, the node 
comprising: 

at least one infrared portion for transmitting data (i.e., infrared portion for 
transmitting data IUS, Fig. 1); 

at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data (i.e., radio frequency 
portion for transmitting data FUS, Fig. 1); 

a data receiver ( Fig. 1) for receiving data from a data source; and 

a controller ( Fig. 1) configured to receive data from a data source and connected 
with the infrared portion and the radio frequency portion to allocate portions of the data 
to be transmitted through the infrared portion and the radio frequency portion (see 
abstract section). 

Vollert differs from claims 1 and 18 in that he fails to teach the optical portion for 
transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data. However, Mullaly in US Patent 
No. 6,812,881 teaches the optical portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for 
transmitting data (Fig. 2b, col. 9, lines 17-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical 
portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data as taught by Mullaly 
in the system of Vollert. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this since Mullaly suggests in column 9, lines 17-33 that using such the optical portion 
for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data have advantage of allowing 
transmitting data with high speed, high capacity and for longer distance. 
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Regarding claims 2, 8 and 19, the combination of Vollert and Mullaly teaches the 
controller is configured as a binary switch such that the data is transmitted exclusively 
through either one of the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (Fig. 1 of Vollert 
and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Vollert and Mullaly teaches the laser 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive (Fig. 1 of Vollert and Fig. 2b of 
Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, the combination of Vollert and Mullaly teaches the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion are configured to transmit in multiple 
channels (Fig. 1 of Vollert and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 25-28, the combination of Vollert and Mullaly teaches wherein 
at least a portion of the network is configured with a ring topology (Fig. 1 of Vollert). 

1 1 . Claim 1 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Vollert 
(Pub. No. DE 4433896 C1 cited by applicant) in view of Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 
6,812,881) and further in view of Avakian (US Patent No. 4,727,600). 

Regarding claim 17, Vollert as modified by Mullaly teaches all the aspects of the 
claimed invention except fails to teach an optical reflector is used to deflect 
transmissions from the laser portion. However, Avakian in US Patent No. 4,727,600 
teaches an optical reflector is used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion (Fig. 
1, col. 4, lines 20-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical reflector is used to 
deflect transmissions from the laser portion as taught by Avakian in the system of 
Vollert modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
do this since Avakian suggests in column 4, lines 20-67 that using such the optical 
reflector is used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion has advantage of 
allowing extending the network and maintaining the communications without the need 
for a strict line of sight connection. 

12. Claims 15 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vollert (Pub. No. DE 4433896 C1 cited by applicant) in view of Mullaly et al (US 
Patent No. 6,812,881) and further in view of Perdue et al (US Patent No. 6,529,556). 

Regarding claims 15 and 24, Vollert as modified by Mullaly teaches all the 
aspects of the claimed invention except fails to teach the laser portion and radio 
frequency portion are configured to transmit and receive in tandem. However, Perdue in 
US Patent No. 6,529,556 teaches the laser portion and radio frequency portion are 
configured to transmit and receive in tandem (Figs. 4 and 5, col. 5, lines 39-67 and col. 
6, lines 1-57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the laser portion and radio frequency portion 
are configured to transmit and receive in tandem as taught by Perdue in the system of 
Vollert modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
do this since Perdue suggests in column 5, lines 39-67 and col. 6, lines 1-57 that using 
such the laser portion and radio frequency portion are configured to transmit and 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/646,994 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2638 

receive in tandem have advantage of allowing providing a hybrid serial link such that the 
RF signals can be transmitted without affecting the IR signal transmissions. 

13. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 18, 19, 23 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sato (US Patent No. 4,904,993 cited by applicant) in view of 
Mullalyet al (US Patent No. 6,812,881). 

Regarding claims 1 and 18, referring to Figure 1, Sato discloses a node 
incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless communication links, the node 
comprising: 

at least one optical portion for transmitting data (i.e., optical transmitter 14 and 
13, Fig. 1); 

at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data (i.e., RF transmitter 12 
and 11, Fig. 1); 

a data receiver (i.e., data supply 15 and data generator 16, Fig. 1) for receiving 
data from a data source; and 

a controller (i.e., switches 17 and 18, Fig. 1) configured to receive data from a 
data source and connected with the infrared portion and the radio frequency portion to 
allocate portions of the data to be transmitted through the infrared portion and the radio 
frequency portion (col. 2, lines 25-47 lines 51-67 and col. 3, lines 1-3). 

Sato differs from claims 1 and 18 in that he fails to teach the optical portion for 
transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data. However, Mullaly in US Patent 
No. 6,812,881 teaches the optical portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,994 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2638 

transmitting data (Fig. 2b, col. 9, lines 17-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical 
portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data as taught by Mullaly 
in the system of Sato. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this since Mullaly suggests in column 9, lines 17-33 that using such the optical portion 
for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data have advantage of allowing 
transmitting data with high speed, high capacity and for longer distance. 

Regarding claims 2, 8 and 19, the combination of Sato and Mullaly teaches the 
controller is configured as a binary switch such that the data is transmitted exclusively 
through either one of the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (Fig. 1 of Sato 
and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Sato and Mullaly teaches the laser portion 
is configured to both transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency portion is 
configured to both transmit and receive (Fig. 1 of Sato and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, the combination of Sato and Mullaly teaches the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion are configured to transmit in multiple 
channels (Fig. 1 of Sato and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 25-28, the combination of Sato and Mullaly teaches wherein at 
least a portion of the network is configured with a ring topology (Fig. 1 of Sato). 
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14. Claim 1 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US Patent No. 4,904,993 cited by applicant) in view of Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 
6,812,881) and further in view of Avakian (US Patent No. 4,727,600). 

Regarding claim 17, Sato as modified by Mullaly teaches all the aspects of the 
claimed invention except fails to teach an optical reflector is used to deflect 
transmissions from the laser portion. However, Avakian in US Patent No. 4,727,600 
teaches an optical reflector is used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion (Fig. 
1, col. 4, lines 20-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical reflector is used to 
deflect transmissions from the laser portion as taught by Avakian in the system of Sato 
modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this 
since Avakian suggests in column 4, lines 20-67 that using such the optical reflector is 
used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion has advantage of allowing 
extending the network and maintaining the communications without the need for a strict 
line of sight connection. 

15. Claims 15 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sato (US Patent No. 4,904,993 cited by applicant) in view of Mullaly et al (US 
Patent No. 6,812,881) and further in view of Perdue et al (US Patent No. 6,529,556). 

Regarding claims 15 and 24, Sato as modified by Mullaly teaches all the aspects 
of the claimed invention except fails to teach the laser portion and radio frequency 
portion are configured to transmit and receive in tandem. However, Perdue in US Patent 
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No. 6,529,556 teaches the laser portion and radio frequency portion are configured to 
transmit and receive in tandem (Figs. 4 and 5, col. 5, lines 39-67 and col. 6, lines 1-57). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the laser portion and radio frequency portion are 
configured to transmit and receive in tandem as taught by Perdue in the system of Sato 
modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this 
since Perdue suggests in column 5, lines 39-67 and col. 6, lines 1-57 that using such 
the laser portion and radio frequency portion are configured to transmit and receive in 
tandem have advantage of allowing providing a hybrid serial link such that the RF 
signals can be transmitted without affecting the IR signal transmissions. 

1 6. Claims 1 , 2, 5, 6, 8, 1 8, 1 9, 23 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Zavrel (US Patent No. 5,585,953) in view of Mullaly et al (US 
Patent No. 6,812,881). 

Regarding claims 1 and 18, referring to Figure 1, Zavrel discloses a node 
incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless communication links, the node 
comprising: 

at least one infrared portion for transmitting data (i.e., IR transmitter 24, Fig. 1 ); 
at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data (i.e., RF transmitter 12, 
Fig. 1); 

a data receiver (i.e., data controller 16, Fig. 2) for receiving data from a data 
source; and 
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a controller (i.e., switches 20 and 22, Fig. 1 ) configured to receive data from a 
data source and connected with the infrared portion and the radio frequency portion to 
allocate portions of the data to be transmitted through the infrared portion and the radio 
frequency portion (col. 1, lines 62-67 and col. 2, lines 1-11). 

Zavrel differs from claims 1 and 18 in that he fails to teach the optical portion for 
transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data. However, Mullaly in US Patent 
No. 6,812,881 teaches the optical portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for 
transmitting data (Fig. 2b, col. 9, lines 17-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical 
portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data as taught by Mullaly 
in the system of Zarel. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this since Mullaly suggests in column 9, lines 17-33 that using such the optical portion 
for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data have advantage of allowing 
transmitting data with high speed, high capacity and for longer distance. 

Regarding claims 2, 8 and 19, the combination of Zavrel and Mullaly teaches the 
controller is configured as a binary switch such that the data is transmitted exclusively 
through either one of the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (Fig. 1 of Zarel 
and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Zavrel and Mullaly teaches the laser 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive (Fig. 1 of Zarel and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,994 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2638 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, the combination of Zarel and Mullaly teaches the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion are configured to transmit in multiple 
channels (Fig. 1 of Zarel and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 25-28, the combination of Zavrel and Mullaly teaches wherein 
at least a portion of the network is configured with a ring topology (Fig. 1 of Zavrel). 

1 7. Claim 1 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Zavrel 
(US Patent No. 5,585,953) in view of Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 6,812,881) and further 
in view of Avakian (US Patent No. 4,727,600). 

Regarding claim 17, Zavrel as modified by Mullaly teaches all the aspects of the 
claimed invention except fails to teach an optical reflector is used to deflect 
transmissions from the laser portion. However, Avakian in US Patent No. 4,727,600 
teaches an optical reflector is used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion (Fig. 
1, col. 4, lines 20-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical reflector is used to 
deflect transmissions from the laser portion as taught by Avakian in the system of Zavrel 
modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this 
since Avakian suggests in column 4, lines 20-67 that using such the optical reflector is 
used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion has advantage of allowing 
extending the network and maintaining the communications without the need for a strict 
line of sight connection. 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,994 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2638 

1 8. Claims 1 5 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Zavrel (US Patent No. 5,585,953) in view of Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 
6,812,881) and further in view of Perdue et al (US Patent No. 6,529,556). 

Regarding claims 15 and 24, Zavrel as modified by Mullaly teaches all the 
aspects of the claimed invention except fails to teach the laser portion and radio 
frequency portion are configured to transmit and receive in tandem. However, Perdue in 
US Patent No. 6,529,556 teaches the laser portion and radio frequency portion are 
configured to transmit and receive in tandem (Figs. 4 and 5, col. 5, lines 39-67 and col. 
6, lines 1 -57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the laser portion and radio frequency portion 
are configured to transmit and receive in tandem as taught by Perdue in the system of 
Zavrel modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
do this since Perdue suggests in column 5, lines 39-67 and col. 6, lines 1-57 that using 
such the laser portion and radio frequency portion are configured to transmit and 
receive in tandem have advantage of allowing providing a hybrid serial link such that the 
RF signals can be transmitted without affecting the IR signal transmissions. 

1 9. Claims 1 , 2, 5, 6, 8, 1 8, 1 9, 23 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Petsko (US Patent No. 5,999,294) in view of Mullaly et al (US 
Patent No. 6,812,881). 
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Regarding claims 1 and 18, referring to Figures 1-4, Petsko discloses a node 
incorporating hybrid radio frequency and optical wireless communication links, the node 
comprising: 

at least one infrared portion for transmitting data (i.e., infrared portion for 
transmitting data 182, Fig. 4); 

at least one radio frequency portion for transmitting data (i.e., radio frequency 
portion for transmitting data 324, Fig. 4); 

a data receiver ( Fig. 4) for receiving data from a data source; and 

a controller ( Fig. 4) configured to receive data from a data source and connected 
with the infrared portion and the radio frequency portion to allocate portions of the data 
to be transmitted through the infrared portion and the radio frequency portion (col. 4, 
lines 35-52, col. 5, lines 5-32 and col. 6, lines 46-57). 

Petsko differs from claims 1 and 18 in that he fails to teach the optical portion for 
transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data. However, Mullaly in US Patent 
No. 6,812,881 teaches the optical portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for 
transmitting data (Fig. 2b, col. 9, lines 17-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical 
portion for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data as taught by Mullaly 
in the system of Petsko. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this since Mullaly suggests in column 9, lines 17-33 that using such the optical portion 
for transmitting data is a laser portion for transmitting data have advantage of allowing 
transmitting data with high speed, high capacity and for longer distance. 
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Regarding claims 2, 8 and 19, the combination of Petsko and Mullaly teaches the 
controller is configured as a binary switch such that the data is transmitted exclusively 
through either one of the laser portion and the radio frequency portion (Fig. 4 of Petsko 
and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Petsko and Mullaly teaches the laser 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive and wherein the radio frequency 
portion is configured to both transmit and receive (Fig. 4 of Petsko and Fig. 2b of 
Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, the combination of Petsko and Mullaly teaches the 
laser portion and the radio frequency portion are configured to transmit in multiple 
channels (Fig. 4 of Petsko and Fig. 2b of Mullaly). 

Regarding claims 25-28, the combination of Petsko and Mullaly teaches wherein 
at least a portion of the network is configured with a ring topology (Fig. 4 of Petsko). 

20. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Petsko 
(US Patent No. 5,999,294) in view of Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 6,812,881) and further 
in view of Avakian (US Patent No. 4,727,600). 

Regarding claim 17, Petsko as modified by Mullaly teaches all the aspects of the 
claimed invention except fails to teach an optical reflector is used to deflect 
transmissions from the laser portion. However, Avakian in US Patent No. 4,727,600 
teaches an optical reflector is used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion (Fig. 
1, col. 4, lines 20-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the optical reflector is used to 
deflect transmissions from the laser portion as taught by Avakian in the system of 
Petsko modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
do this since Avakian suggests in column 4, lines 20-67 that using such the optical 
reflector is used to deflect transmissions from the laser portion has advantage of 
allowing extending the network and maintaining the communications without the need 
for a strict line of sight connection. 

21 . Claims 15 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Petsko (US Patent No. 5,999,294) in view of Mullaly et al (US Patent No. 
6,812,881) and further in view of Perdue et al (US Patent No. 6,529,556). 

Regarding claims 15 and 24, Petsko as modified by Mullaly teaches all the 
aspects of the claimed invention except fails to teach the laser portion and radio 
frequency portion are configured to transmit and receive in tandem. However, Perdue in 
US Patent No. 6,529,556 teaches the laser portion and radio frequency portion are 
configured to transmit and receive in tandem (Figs. 4 and 5, col. 5, lines 39-67 and col. 
6, lines 1-57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the laser portion and radio frequency portion 
are configured to transmit and receive in tandem as taught by Perdue in the system of 
Petsko modified by Mullaly. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
do this since Perdue suggests in column 5, lines 39-67 and col. 6, lines 1-57 that using 
such the laser portion and radio frequency portion are configured to transmit and 
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receive in tandem have advantage of allowing providing a hybrid serial link such that the 
RF signals can be transmitted without affecting the IR signal transmissions. 

Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's arguments filed 08/24/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant's arguments to claims 1 , 2, 5, 6, 8, 18, 19 and 23 are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that the cited references (Vollert, Mullaly, Sato, Zavrel and 
Petsko) fail to the limitation of " the light source for transmitting dada is laser 
source" of independent claims 1 and 18. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
As indicated in Figure 2b, Mullaly teaches a light emitting diode or laser diode is used 
by optical transmitter 60 (col. 9, lines 30-32). 

Therefore, it is believed that the limitations of claims 1 , 2, 5, 6, 8, 1 9 and 23 are 
still met by the combination of Vollert, Mullaly, Sato, Zavrel and Petsko, and the 
rejection is still maintained. 

Conclusion 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh Phan whose telephone number is (571)272-3035. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kenneth Vanderpuye, can be reached on (571)272-3078. The fax phone 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,994 Page 22 

Art Unit: 2638 

number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(571)273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)305- 
4700. 



HANHPHAN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



